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RESPONSE TO INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Mail Stop Issue Fee 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants appreciate the courtesy of the telephone interview conducted September 7, 
2007 between the below identified Applicants' representative and the above-listed Examiner. 
The present paper is a summary of the same provided in accordance with MPEP §713.04. 

(1 ) Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: No. 

(2) Identification of the claims discussed: 1 , 2, 5, 10 and 1 1 . 

(3) Identification of specific prior art discussed: None. 

(4) Agreement with respect to the claims was reached. 

(5) Substance of the Interview: 

The Examiner proposed an Examiner's Amendment that essentially incorporated the 
subject matter of claims 2 and 5 and claim 11 into independent claims 1 and 10, respectively. 



Applicants' representative agreed to the proposed Examiner's Amendment. The 
aforementioned Examiner's Amendment is attached to the Notice of Allowability mailed on or 
about 09/18/2007. 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication as to the allowance of the present 
application. Applicants do, however, not acquiesce to the reasons set out in the Statements of 
Reasons for Allowance. Particularly, the Examiner has indicated that the claims are allowed by 
importing an interpretation into the claims in relation to the prior art that may place an 
unwarranted limiting interpretation upon the claims. Such a characterization of the claims in 
view of the prior art would not properly take into account the applicant's claimed invention as 
reflected in the specification. Further, while applicant believes that the claims are allowable, 
applicant does not acquiesce that patentability resides only in the features, exactly as 
expressed in the claims, nor that each feature of the claims is required for patentability. 

In any event, in accordance with the instructions provided in the Interview Summary, the 
present response fulfills the requirement to file a statement of the substance of the interview. 
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Under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .8, 1 certify that this Response to Restriction Requirement is being 

E deposited with the United States Postal Service as First Class mail, addressed to: Mail Stop Issue Fee, 
_ Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on the date indicated below. 

□ transmitted via facsimile in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1 .8 on the date indicated below. 

□ deposited with the United States Postal Service "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service under 
37 C.F.R. 1 .10, addressed to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on the date indicated below. 
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